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argument in the Essay means that there was a difference be- 
tween his philosophical position and Bolingbroke’s. Thus a 
third step was necessary. When Bolingbroke’s Essays on 
Human Knowledge and the Fragments were examined for their 
philosophical content in relation to the Essay , it became clear 
that Pope included the so-called deist elements but enveloped 
them in a body of thought peculiar to the Christian tradition. 

It is this body of Christian thought that Bolingbroke rejected 
in his philosophical works. The differences do not suggest 
that Pope misunderstood Bolingbroke’s position; they show 
that Pope had a position of his own. 

When the Essay is regarded in this light, Pope’s thought 
falls in line with the Aristotelian tradition. Pope argues from 
the principle of observed effect to efficient cause; he is imbued 
with the principle of the just relation of function to purpose or 
end; he understands and shows that happiness or eudaimonia 
is an activity of the soul in accordance with virtue; he illus- 
trates the doctrine of moral virtue and the golden mean. 

There are, however, those elements which are foreign to 
Aristotle’s thought, but which are an inherent part of the Chris- 
tian system, and which find their clearest expression in 
Thomas Aquinas’s Summa theologica . Here the Aristotelian 
tradition is continued, and is harmonized with the Christian 
doctrine and tradition. Illuminated by the thought of Thomas 
Aquinas the Essay on Man can be seen as the coherent system 
that Pope thought it. 
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